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Re . Church of Scientology Inter national v. Armstrong 
R our me S° SCI02-0M---- 


Dear Mr. Greene: • 

I am writing in resp t °^ipulateTo ^ change^f venue and 
which you request that my cli Change of venue pursuant to Code 
state your intention to move client does not so stipulate. I 

S Civil Procedure §3 9 6 (b) lf f ^ not stipulate to such a 
am writing to ad ^ se you tha t ,that you reconsider your 
change of venue and, furtner, 

position. (b) provides for transfer of an 

As you are aware, § ( p action which was not 

action to an appropriate c the proper court for trial of 

commenced in the court design the proper venue for the trial 

action. §395 (a) provides that thejr P county in whic h the 
of an action upon a <contract xs either ^ ^ defen dant 

contract was entered into, the ti * n or the county in which 

resides at the commencement . 'since Mr. Armstrong is a 

reLdTnt r o a f C Mar?n bounty, venue is proper there. 

Apparently, you rSl ^e ^tent^n^f 2 ju^isdictiS^of the 
Agreement which provides ; fo: r ± pending to supervise and/or 

court in which the °^^\^SBttleiant Agreement. As you know, 
oT^nrce the provisions of the serriemei y d tQ that cour t for 

the Church of Sc lento 1 ogy In erna breaching the Settlement 

an order restraining Armstr< ar to the order sought m the 

Aareement - an order remarkably similar t^th ^ ^ yQU are al 
instant prelimina^ irjunction^ tha ‘ order on the grounds Uiat at 
dIl r %?tave°Tur?sd U iction, despite the language of very 
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EXHIBIT 2E 










paragraph upon which you rely. In that proceeding, Mr. Armstrong 
was vigorous in his contention that the court in fact did not have 
jurisdiction. It is wholly illogical for you to now argue that a 
court which specifically stated it did not have jurisdiction should 
be the court to which this action is transferred. The court's 
ruling on this point may not be relitigated, even though this is a 
separate proceeding. Mr. Armstrong was present in the Los Angeles 
County proceeding and is collaterally estopped from contending that 
the Los Angeles County Superior Court in fact does have 
jurisdiction. 

I can understand your motivation for seeking to have the 
action transferred. From the outset of this action, you have done 
gygi^ything possible to delay any decision by the court on the 
merits of my client's claim. Although you had ample notice and an 
opportunity to prepare an opposition, particularly considering that 
the substance of my client's claim is the same as that asserted in 
Los Angeles County, you waited until the last minute to seek an ex 
parte continuance. When this was refused, you then filed a 
challenge to Judge Stephens under CCP §170.6. You again sought a 
continuance and at the same time orchestrated the proposed 
intervention by Joseph Yanny. You advised the court in one of your 
applications for a continuance of the impending motion of Yanny to 
intervene and advanced that as a reason for the granting of your 
request for a continuance. 

Your distress at the entry of a Temporary Restraining 
Order against your client at the hearing last Tuesday was apparent, 
as well as understandable. Since you have used your only pre- 
emptory challenge, you have apparently decided to prevent_Judge 
Dufficy from hearing the merits of this action by attempting to 
change venue. We will, of course, resist this as vigorously as 
possible and are quite confident of prevailing. 

I do not make a habit of seeking sanctions, and in fact 
I do so only on those rare occasions when I believe they are truly 
justified. If you persist in what I believe to be a blatant 
attempt to forum shop, I will seek sanctions against you pursuant 
to Code of Civil Procedure §128.5. I believe the only conclusion 
that could be reached from a review of all the facts is that a 
motion to change venue is in bad faith, totally frivolous and 
solely for the purpose of delay. 

You repeatedly charge my client with all manner of 
heinous conduct and self righteously assert that your client's 
constitutional rights will be violated if the Settlement Agreement 
is enforced. Despite your professed belief in the substance of 
your charges, you have done everything possible to avoid addressing 
the substance of the issues which this case presents. 
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Please reconsider and allow the merits of this action to 
be determined without delay. 

Very truly yours. 


AHW-0291.LTR:pan 


WILSON, RYAN & CAMPILONGO 



■Andrew H. Wilson 
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